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Unpublished opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit. See
Local Rule 36(c).

OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Cricket D. Kneece filed an application for Supplemental Security
Incomein March 1992, aleging disability due to amental condition
commencing in 1971, the year she was born. After a hearing, the
Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) decided that Kneece was not dis-
abled under the Socia Security Act because sheis ableto perform her
past relevant work and has the functional capacity to perform at least
some repetitive and routine work. The Appeals Council denied
Kneece's request for review. The ALJs decision then became the
Secretary's final decision.

Kneece filed acomplaint in the district court challenging the final
decision of the Secretary. The magistrate judge recommended affirm-
ing the Secretary's determination and the district court adopted the
magistrate's report and recommendation. Kneece appeal ed.

We review the Secretary's final decision to determine whether itis
supported by substantial evidence and whether the correct law was
applied. See 42 U.S.C.A. § 405(g) (West Supp. 1996); Haysv.
Sullivan, 907 F.2d 1453, 1456 (4th Cir. 1990). Kneece claims that
substantial evidence does not support the ALJs finding that her psy-
chological problems are not disabling. There was evidence in the
record suggesting that Kneece suffers psychological problems which
have made it difficult for her to hold ajob. However, there was also
evidence that Kneece functioned well in a group home for unwed
mothers, that she had some work experience, and that she believed
she could care for an infant child. The ALJthoroughly evaluated the
evidence and gave specific reasons for her determination. See
Hammond v. Heckler, 765 F.2d 424, 426 (4th Cir. 1985). Because we
conclude that the Secretary's decision is supported by substantial evi-
dence and was based on the correct legal standards, we will not dis-
turb that decision. Hays, 907 F.2d at 1456.
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Accordingly, we affirm the district court's judgment. We dispense
with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are ade-
quately presented in the materials before the court and argument
would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



